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From: Rick Oster NN

Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 2:05 PM
You Kevin Singletary

Subject: MO/ Zoning

Foliow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.
Good afternoon My, Singletary,

| am enclosing a letter that | request be read aloud at the Planning Cormmission meeting Feb. 11th, 2021, and included in
the rinutes. | arm writing in lieu of speaking given the time constraints and anticipated volume of speakers. | may be
making an incorrect assumption an that. Has there been a large volume of comments on the LMO draft page or map?

At any rate, this is the fetter. Thank you in advance for your attention to this,

Be blessed,

Rick Oster

Or. Richard Oster
55 Highwater Drive
Edgefield, SC 29824

To the Planning Cormmission and County Council:

Hive off of Meeting Street in Edgefield. | would like to express my views, as well as those of family and neighbors,
regarding the LMO draft and proposed zoning.

We returned to 5C after many vears, and after much thought and prayer settied on Edgefield as our forever home. We
chose Edgefield because of it's rural and quiet nature, and hecause of the people. | specifically looked at zoning as we
researched and uitimately chose Edgefield as the place we expected to spend the rest of our lives.

As | review the proposed LMO and future zoning | can say without exaggeration that | am shocked and saddened. | can
see absolutely no logical reason for government to propose 1o control nearly every single aspect of property rights,
particularly of rural people, like this and | am unequivocally opposed to it. For those of us who moved here or those who
chose to live their lives here, we did so in part because of the rural nature and the freedom that goes with it. Embracing
the cutdoors, and raising one's own food and livestock is a way of being closer to God, 2 way to be good stewards of the
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tand, and is a wholesome existence. Being able to go about those tasks without the degree of government oversight and
intrusion seen in more populated areas is a part of that existence. That is what led us to invest in 3 home and property in
Edgefield, to pay taxes in Edgefield, and to support local businesses here.

| clearly do not require, nor do | desire the insertion of government control over what animals | may have, what type of
fence or barn [ build, how much land to section off for an elderly parent, or if my greenhouse is “conforming”. | can see
no logical purpose that it serves beyond control of a population of people that did not request it, that do not need it,
and certainly do not desire it. As | listen to people, many feel the same way.

While the chant of “you can’t stop progress, it's coming whether you like it or not” is often repeated, it requires some
caveats. Who defines progress? It should be without question, we the citizens of the community that pay taxes and vote
to elect other people to represent our interests. | doubt the people that voted felt that they were electing people to
make decisions that go agalnst the prevailing wishes of the citizens. We don't expect our representatives to be
omniscient, or omnipatent, we expect them to hear our wishes as a community use their skills to help plot the pathway
forward,

What is progress? Again, it should be defined by the citizenry. | do not believe it is defined by pushing forward with high
density housing and far overreaching zoning ordinances in light of clear objections from the community. To define this as
progress, and to state it as inevitable, is not accurate. it would indicate that the citizens are powerless to define
progress, and powerless to shape and mold exactly what progress looks like That is the antithesis of representative
government.

Another phrase often uttered is “zoning is there to protect you”. In its current proposed form, this is a falsehood, Far
beyond protection, this proposal seeks to give full power and control over our property rights to a government which at
this time, appears to be disregarding the will of much of the populace. The wording is vague enough to give wide
Jatitude and interpretation to the county council and planning commission to make final rulings on nearly every aspect
of property rights affecting our daily lives. We did not ask for this, so why is a representative government pushing it
forward?

It seems to me, particularly in the more rural areas that many of us seek out, that tdgefield County did fine for many
years with the need to put rules into place that are akin to those seen in more urban settings. Why the change now? If |
wanted that kind of control aver my praperty rights | would have moved into a community with an HOA. I clearly chose
not to do that.

#As a voting and taxpaying citizen | am asking the Planning Commission and the Council to oppose the proposed LMO and
zoning plans. They are clearly far out of bounds particularly for those that desire the peace, freedom, and independence
of a rural lifestyle, and they are ot In line with the wishes of the community. | choose to live in a place that requires a
time investment to get to stores and other things found in bigger cities. | choose to live in 2 place that has no municipal
water or sewage. | choose to live in a place where internet service is less than ideal. | choose to live here and pay taxes
under these these few constraints because living in a rural area without intrusive HOA type management over my daily
hfe is warth &, and exactly why | initially decided to live the remainder of my life here, God willing. There are ways to
“progress” and healthy growth that would not require the implementation of overbearing controf on our lives and
property. Perhaps we need to explore those options and proceed with care, caution, and respect of the wishes of the
community,

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Dr. Richard Oster

Totat Control Panel Losi



Bavio SToNe Travis, Jn
FANET EOWARDS-TRAVES
1Z CreEEE Binck Ruap
EvCEFINLD, 00T CAROLIYA 90824

Monday, Februgry 8, 2021

Edgefield County Bullding and Pianning Staf
Divector: Hart Clark

Planner: Kevin Singletary

210 Penn Street

Edgefield South Carclina 20824

Re: Edgefield County LMO and Rezoning

Dear Gentlemnern,

We are writing to express cur opposition to the proposed LMO, rezoning and development of Edgefieid, South Caroli-
na, USA. The Edgefield zoning plan/draf is not consistent with the rural iifestyle, iberties and growth originally estab-
lished for this cournty.

Our opposition is based on the potential problems of :

¢ over crowding,

¢ extraordinary tax Increases,

e increased traffic,

e congestion,

e the destruction of and rion licet of green space, rural livestock, hobby farms, garden preservation both vegetable
and floral, as well as agricultural growth,

i alse imposes infractions on the civil liberties and freedoms of the land owners which by law is protected from unjust
government interference.

Once the property is rezoned under the LMO, large scale developers can and will change the original concepts once
again within the zoning. We are very well aware of all of this. This would displease not only purselves but a roajority
of the citizens in Edgefield County causing uncalled for percussion within our county government, Please reconsider
the LMO action until proper resolution can be discussed and agreed upon in a justly manner with all county residents.

Respectfully,
Dayid StOﬂ Travis, ir
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Winston Boddie RECEWVED
456 Vann Road

Trenton, SC 29847 FEB 11 202
: EDGEFIELD COUNTY
February 10, 2021 BUILDING & PLANNING

Mr. Kevin Singletary

c/o Edgefield County Building and Planning Depariment
124 Courthouse Square

Edgefield, SC 29824

Dear Mr. Singletary,

I object to the version of the proposed Edgefield County Land Management Ordinance (LMO)
and draft zoning map currently under consideration and ask that this letter be read at the
Council’s public meeting on February 11, 2021. 1 also ask that a copy be provided to each
member of the committee and that it become part of the official minutes.

The proposed LMO diminishes my rights as a property-owner.

1t will take deciston-making from citizens and hand it over to local and federal government and
developers.

It will significantly reduce my frecdom to use my property in ways that are deemed sensible and
responsible under existing laws.

This LMO allows government to place high-density housing in areas where residents have
chosen to enjoy rural and suburban lifestyles.

I ask Planning Commission members to vole NO on moving this LMO forward.

Thank you for yoyr atiention to this.

Winston L. Boddic il



RECENE
Diane Peterson o

456 Vann Road FER
Trenton, SC 29847 o 11 20
FIBLO oy
B UNTY
February 10, 2021 VILDING & PLanwinG

Mr. Kevin Singletary

cfo Edgefield County Building and Planning Department
124 Courthouse Square

Edgefield, SC 29874

By this letter | am stating my objection to the most current version of the proposed Edgefield
County Land Management Ordinance (LMO) and draft zoning map currently under
consideration.

I request that a copy of my letter be provided to each committee member and that my statement
below be included in the official minutes of the meeting scheduled for February 11,2021 or ata
subsequent meeting should that one be postponed.

I would like my letter to be read aloud at the meeting currently scheduled for February 11, 2021,

My statement:
I object to this LMO and ask that Planning Commission members vote NO on moving this

forward.
I have read the proposed LMO and viewed the draft zoning map and conclude that it does the
following:

¢ Unnecessarily restricts, and effectively eliminates, citizens’ control over their own
properties.

o Opens the door to high-density development next to single-family residences.

Places decisions about our community’s quality of life into the hands of local and federal
government bodies and land developers.

e Forces residents who object to harmful development practices inte an expensive and
unwinnable legal battle against deep-pocketed developers and tax-payer funded
government.

e Wil facilitate the Biden administration’s expressed intention to change local zoning laws
in order to develop a significant presence of low-income, high-density housing in rural
and suburban areas.

e Will potentially invite previously-tried, disastrous federal programs that relocated large
numbers of out-of-state, urban participants of Section 8 housing into rural and suburban
areas, changing the political landscape and placing a tax burden on locals.

Sincerely,
(D

Dane Peterson



Mason Raines
310 dMurrah Road
North Augusta, $.C. 29860

February 7, 2021

Kevin Singletary
Planner

210 Penn Street
Edgefield, 5.C. 29824

803-637-4073

Dear Kevin Singletary,

Edgefield County has come to the cross roads of land freedom or land slavery. It is being
decided by others, what | ¢an and cannot experience on my land. it is obvious that the
intensions and motivation to incarcerate the land is discriminatory with a focus towards only a
few that have self interest at heart. I'm sure that "by the peopie for the people” has no place in
this governing body. The manipulation of your powers has generated a blatant disregard for the
citizens and their rights to own lands.

| beseech you to involve each land owner with regards to their zoning preference.

For the board to do otherwise is a step towards socialism and suppression of allt
Please include this letter in the official Planning Commission Meeting on February 11, 2021,
Please provide a copy te each Planning Commission Member.

Please read aloud at the above Meeting.

Sincerely,

(.

Mason Raines



Layren Timmons
919 Murrah Forest Dr,
North Augusta, 5.C. 29860

February 7, 2021

Kevin Singletary
Planner

210 Penn Street
Edgefield, 5.C. 29860

Dear Kevin Singletary,

My husband and | have lived in our home since 2006. We decided to find a home in this
area because we loved the rural life style. We did not want to live in a busy area like Evans or
North Augusta. We are raising our kids in this home. Qur kids 6, 8 and 10 have grown accustom
to the rural life style. This is all they know. The kids love being able to have chickens and other
farm animals. During the pandemic, this has really helped them adjust and maintain their
interest in learning,

The zone that is given to the land should be decided by what the landowner has already
done on their land for years. Their rights that they have had for many years should be taken
away. It may be necessary for the "new" neighborhoods to require some zoning. The council
members should talk with the land owners to decide the type of zoning for their land.

1 hope you all take inconsideration everyone's views of the proposed zoning plan. i do
not feel as if you should take away what landowners are already doing on their land. People
move to rural areas to be able to farm and "live off the land.” This proposed zoning strips away
our very identity. | do not agree with the zoning districts and land use that you have for my
property.

Please include this letter in the official Planning Commission Meeting on February 11, 2021.
Please provide a copy to each Planning Commission Member.
Please read aloud at the above Meeting.

Sincerely,




| hereby request that this letter be read aloud and entered into the official minutes at the
Edgefield County Planning Commission meeting on February 11, 2021 regarding the proposed
Land Management Ordinance. | also request a copy of this be given to each member of the

Planning Commission 50 they can refer back to it as they study this important topic.

Name: Joyce Oliver
693 Currytown Road
North Augusta, SC 29860



My name is Joyce Oliver, and | live at 693 Currytown Road. 1 am writing Lo express my
strong opposition to the proposed Land Management Ordinance for Edgefieid County. lurge
each of the current members on the Planning Commission to study this proposed LMO
thoroughiy and to vote NO for acceptance. | am opposed to this LMO because it appears to be
poorly thought-out, haphazardly developed, filled with government over-reach in terms of the
rights of private land owners, and so complicated that it is difficult for the citizens of Edgefield
County to comprehend and analyze under the current COVID conditions and time constraints

that the County Councll has implemented,

The first guestion | ask everyone (o consider, is WHY do we need this County wide
zoning? We are required by state law to have a Comprehensive Plan for the County, which is
supposed to be a guide to the future use of land for our County. Qur Comprehensive Plan was
developed in 2014 and was reviewed in 2019 because it must be reviewed every five years.
There were two public readings, but in June of 2019 after the last public reading, our County
Council Chatirenan, Scott Cooper, made changes to the Comprehensive Plan that reduced the
acreage requirements for subdivisions and created the option for high-density development in
areas previousty rejected by the Comprehensive Plan. The Comprehensive Plan provides
guidance regarding future land use and must be reviewed pricr to any zoning ordinances
enacted and these actions by Mr. Cooper paved the way for the zoning that is currently
propased.

Here are some examples of the government over-reach that | have found in the proposed LMO:



&

If | wanted to open a Bed and Breakfast, the LMO says that | would only be allowed to
serve breakfast. The County government of Edgefield has no business telling a private
property and business owner what they can do with their own business. if want to
serve lunch or dinner, | should be allowed to do so0. Rose Hill Bed and Breakfast in Aiken
serves dinner as well as breakfast, so this is not unreasonable. it is 3 moot point
anyways, because they won't allow any home to be a Bed and Breakfast unless it was
built before 1950, What if I wanted to build a new home that was architecturally

modeled on an old Victorian home?

Any flagpole on my property shall not exceed 25 feet in height, but | will be limited to no
more than one on my personal property. What if | want to have a flag pole for the
American Flag, the 5C State Flag, and a Clemson Flag? Again, this is my personal
property and the government in Edgefield should have zero input on what flags | fly on

my own land.

i currently have a shooting range oh my 30 acres for target practice purposes. Outdoor
firing ranges will be allowed on RA (Rural Agricuftural), RC {Rural Conservation), and RE
{Rural Estate), which is what | would be zored as. Outdoor ranges do not appear to be
approved for any other areas, including RL (Residential Large Lot} or GSC {General
Service Commercial), or LIM {Light Industrial Manufacturing}, which is where the Wild

Turkey Federation is currently focated, and where they have had Turkey shoots in the



past. Someone needs to verify if current locations for these type of education and

fundraising events would be allowed under proposed plans.

s [t appears that under the current proposed zoning, | would not be permitted to run a
dressmaking or seamstress business from my home. A good example of how this zoning
map has been haphazardly spot zoned, is the fact that | can’t do this off Currvtown
Road, but it is spot-zoned to aliow the lady on Martintown who runs an excelient
seamstress business from her home, “Sew Bea It”. 1 also would not be allowed to have a
Wedding Planning Service from my home. These restrictions on home-based businesses

are unacceptable and unsupportive of the local economy.

i surnmary, | am not opposed to growth in Edgefield County or naive enough to think it
isn’t going to happen. We have managed just fine without restrictive zoning up to this point,
and some of the past developments, like Cooper Place are beautiful and they fit in with the
surrounding area. | am STRONGLY opposed to the proposed LMO because it is restrictive of
individual rights in terms of freedom to use your land as you want to use it, and in terms of
potential business opportunities that could be conducted from your home. The government
over-reach is out of control on 2 National level, and | intend to fight it to the finish for my local
aenvivonment. One of the biggest concerns is that once this LMO is passed by the Planning
Commission and then adopted by the County Council, it can be changed and adapted to the
needs and whims of any developer who whispers in the ear of the current government

leadership. This is completely unacceptable because it restricts us as private citizens and allows



our government to change the rules without further public input. Correct the Comprehensive

Plan and VOTE NO TO THIS LMOUI



David Munamaker
822 Currytown Road
Morth Augusta, 5C 29860

Kevin Singletary

Courthouse Square
fdgefield, 5C 28824

February 8, 2021

Mr. Singletary:

This is a formal request for this letter to be read aloud at the 2/11/21 Planning Commissian meeting and
a copy given to each member of the commission. | want this letter to be a part of the official minutes.

t am requesting the members of the Planning Cormmission o vote NO to moving the LMO forward to
County Council. Edgefield County already has a zoning plan in place that should be used. We do not
need more or updated restrictions.

Cur representatives should be respecting our wishes and voting accordingly. They are NOT, Ouwr
councilmember is representing HIS and HiS associates’ best interest at the expense of the citizens and
property owners of Edgefield County. All proceedings should be transparent and the public input should
be honored. The slanning commission’s recent appointments appear improper and driven by special
interests. ALL property owners rights should be placed above special interest of a select few.

Any furthering of the LMO should cease immediately!

Regards,

David Nunamaker



Jarmes Nunamaker |1

822 Currytown Road
North Augusta, SC 29860
Kevin Singletary

Courthouse Square
Edgefield, SC 29824

February 7, 2021

hr. Singletary:

This is a formal request for this letter to be read aloud at the 2/11/21 Planning Commission meeting and
& copy given to each member of the commission. | want this letter to be & part of the official minutes.

1 am requesting the members of the Planning Commission to vote NGO to moving the LMO forward to
County Council. 1am 18 years old, have lived my entire life in the Merriwether community, attended
school in Edgefield and will be graduating from Strom Thurmond in June.

iy family’s land is our home, used for timber, horses, and wildlife management. This land will
eventually become mine. | do NOT want to see our way of life changed. | respect the land, our rural
heritage, and our rural community. | plan to remain in Edgefield County. | do not want to see it heavily
populated or commercialized.

Our representatives should be respacting our wishes and voting accordingly. They are NOT.

Any furthering of the LMO should be immediately stopped.

Sincerely,

James NMunamalicer,



From: Maria Medina

Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 358 PM

Ta: Kevin Singletary

Subject: Letter to be read aloud at 02/11/21 Planning Commission public hearing
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: FHagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe,

Date: 02/10/2021

Name: Martha Medina

Address: 334 SUNNYBROOKE RD

TRENTON SC, 29847

Dear Mr. Singletary,

I, Martha Medina, formally request that the below lefter be read aloud at the 02/11/2021 Planning
Commission Meeting public hearing, being held at Sweetwater Baptist Church, 198 Sweetwater Rd.,
North Augusta SC 29860, and request that a copy of below letter be given to all planning
committee members as well as the below letier be a part of the official meeting minutes.

Dear Planning Commission,

There are so many, like myself, who adore and love Edgefield County, the homes we have made
here, as well as our ability to expound upon our right to the pursuit of life, liberly, and happiness. This
pursuit can only come from privatization of property, both for current residents, and even
developers. Developers have already been granted their own unigue right to build any kind of
community, that reflects their own version of what life, liberty, and happiness looks like, as a result of
specialized zoning laws. Despite these specialized zoning laws, tailored to make development
obstacle-free, a plan has come forward that forces the citizens of Edgefield County o forgo these
very same rights already encompassed by developers. The Land Management Organization Plan
infringes upon the liberly we are given to make decisions about our own property, due to its very
broad, open-ended definitions.

While there are individuals who purposely move to places where their tand is managed and
governed by a higher organization, all of us are here today to fight against that type of controi and
governance over our own private property. Itis not necessary for our God-given and constitulionally
recagnized right of pursing life, liberty and happiness to be taken from us through a LMO Plan, in
order to further appease developers beyond the obstacle-free specialized zoning laws they already
posses. We vehemently request that you do not put through your plan to Scott Cooper's desk, so that
we can not only continue these freedoms but also because Mr. Cooper has already lost his integrity in
front of the people who elected him in good faith. Mr. Cooper has gone against the very grain of the
citizens of Edgefieid County in every decision he has made. He has intentionally ignored our
requests, our wants, and even our needs by placing surveys and expensive signs as a priority instead
of our police force and emergency services. Our police force is not large enough to cover the entire
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counly as is, and he wants to focus on giving them more citizens to police? Mr. Cooper's very
presence here today, focusing on a plan that will give him and others control over all private property,
only proves that he will continue to starve Edgefield County citizens of much needed resources and
care, as well as neglect those who protect and serve us. His continued dedication, effort, and focus
on developing Edgefield County also proves his immense disregard and seemingly disdain for the
current citizens of Edgefield County. This meeting to discuss a Land Management Organization
Plan bears the question to be asked: Why is anyone in our county government even here before us
trying to take-away our own rights, instead of trying to devise a plan that encompasses both
development as well as the appropriate growth of police and emergency services this new
development will need?

This is not serving us, nor fulfilling any of the very real needs of the county.

Formally Signed:

Totai Controf Panel Leaiy
To: ksingletary@edgelicldcounty scgoy Maessage Score: 50 High {60} o
from:~ My Spam Blocking Level: Custom Madium {75} i
Low {80 7o
Block this sender Custom {70} ©az

Biock yahoo.com

This message was delivered because the content filter score did not exceed your filter level.



Virginia O lohnson
172 Woodlawn Road
Ciarks Hill, SC 29821
Kevin Singletary

Courthouse Sguare
Edgefield, 5C 29824

february 8, 2021

ar, Singletary:

This is a formal request for this letter to be read aloud at the 2/131/21 Planning Commission meeting and
a copy given to each member of the commussion. | want this letter to be a part of the officlal minutes.

i am requesting the members of the Planning Commission 1o vote NO to moving the LMO forward to
County Council, The LMD is not indicative of property owners’ wishes nor the vision we have for our
county. We want Edgefield County to remain a rural county aesthetically pleasing 1o our cormmunity.
Proposed development and LMO does not reflect this vision.

County Council representation in Merriwether is not acting according to our wishes, There are many
agendas attached to this plan that are unethical,

Piease stop the LMO and do not move forward with this plan.

Sincerehy,

Virginia D Johnson



Kevin Sinﬂletm_'z —

From: OAVID BUNCH
Sent: Tuesday, February 9, 2021 912 PM
To: Kevin Singletary, fab1835@wctel.net; Rodney Ashcraft; tajinails@yahoo.com;

karlenebutler@yahoo.com; thrown@browntrusted.com;
bmcneiti@cowardandmceneili. com; joelpresliey@mac.com

Subject: Land Management Ordinance
Fallow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.

David Bunch

806 Currytown Rd

North Augusta, SC 29860

| am requesting that this letter be read aloud at the 2/11/21 Planning Commission Meeting.

| am requesting that the Planning Commission Members vote NO to moving this plan forward to the
County Council for several reasons.

1. This plan has changes that would affect future residents of Edgefield County.

2. t currently own property on Old Martintown Road that has been in my family for more than 200
hundred years. It has been passed down through the family. My father, Paul Bunch, still lives in the
house | grew up in on the property. We also have my grandparents house that we currently rent out
on the property as well. Under the plan the front half of the land would be zoned light commercial and
the back half residential suburban. My hope is to pass this land to my children one day. Under this
plan they would not be able to build a single family residential house if they wished or farm in the
future. They should be afforded that right.

3. Zoning changes should be a slow process and not one big plan for the entire county.

4. Edgefield County is a growing county, especially on the Merriwether end. It has always been a
great place to raise a family. With the city of North Augusta just down the road, we have the city to
enjoy while still living in the country. With these zoning changes the feeling of country life would be
taken away. | would like to see this area continue to be a rural, family area.

Chairman Cooper has demonstrated that he is not trustworthy by pushing this plan to benefit himself,
instead of what is best for county constituents.

I want a copy given to each Planning Commission Member, As well as a copy of this letter is to be
made a part of the official meeting minutes.

Regards,



David Bunch

Totat Control Panel
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DAVID BUNCH

Sent: Tuesday, February 9, 2021 G:00 PM

To: Kevin Singletary, fab1835@wctel net; Rodney Asheraft; tajinalis@yahoo.com;
karlenebutler@yahoo.com; thrown@browntrusted.cony,
bmcneii@cowardandmeneill.com; joelpresley@mac.com

Subject: LMO

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and kaow the content to be safe.

Michelle Bunch

8044 Currytown Rd

North Augusta, SC 29860

| am formally requesting that this letter be read aloud at the 2/11/21 meeting.

| am requesting that the Planning Commission Members vote NO to moving this plan forward
to County Council for multiple reasons. First, this plan has too many changes in it for everyone
in the county and changes the entire unincorporated portions of the county.

Second, zoning should be changed slowly versus a "quick” LMO plan. Siower zoning can be
heneficial o control consistent and uniform development in our great county.

The city of North Augusta is slowly creeping into Edgefield County in the Merriwether area.
The draft map shows commercial light zoning from the Aiken County line along Martintown
Road all the way to Murrah Road. IN my opinion, the zone should only be commercial kight
from the Aiken County line on Martintown Road to the North Augusta city limit sign.

Immediately past this sign onward to Murrah Rd, the majority of land with road frontage
consists of single residential homes. The exceptions are the Mckie farm thal grows crops, and
a large tract of land owned by the Barinowski's that has cows. The few wooded lots in this
section are the perfect size to one day add single residential homes. | know of two families that
were planning to build their dream homes for their family son this particular road frontage. This
LMO plan lists "approved” light commercial businesses in the draft chart to inciude but not
fimited to the following: tobacco shops, tattoo studios, motels, brew pubs, hookah lounges, and
solar farms. | beg all members to reconsider that this portion of Martintown Rd should not be
zoned light commercial. This is and continues to be a rural, family area.

Chairman Cooper has demonsfrated that he is not trustworthy by pushing this plan to benefit himself,
instead of what is best for county constituents.

i want a copy of given to each Planning Commission Member. As well as a copy of this lefter is fo be
made a part of the official meeting minutes.

Regards,



Kevin Sinaieta:x

From: diane kerekanic

Sent; Thursday, February 11, 2021 11:24 AM
To: Kevin Singletary, Peter Kerekanich
Subject: Proposed LMO

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.

Dear Edgefield County,

We read the propose Land Management Ordinance last night and have a few questions and concerns we
would like to share.

1. Our understanding is that the previous ordinance was approved in 2011, what is the problem with that
existing ordinance that dictates this change? We understand that there is growth in the county, but what was
inadequate in the existing ordinance that requires a massive change?

2. We fully understand the need for zoning to control development and maintain standards and protect
property, however, this new proposed ordinance goes well beyond establishing zoning criteria and establishes
a massive broad increase in county government control in the lives and property of residents beyond the
establishment of zoning. Why is the county pursuing such an aggressive increase of control over residents?

3. | am sure the commissioners, having done due diligence, fuily understand the cost implications of the
planned ordinance, please explain. With the increase in governmental responsibilities that this ordinance
proposes, what are the direct and indirect cost implications associated with the ordinance? Whenever
bureaucracy is increased, there is always an increase in governmental costs. What direct cost to increase
personnel and government exercise is necessary to ensure compliance? Similarly, increased compliance will
generate requirements for individuals or businesses. What are the expected indirect costs to residents?

4. It does not appear the county drafted this document internaily. What company or organization prepared
this for the county and what affiliations are they apart of and what experience they drawing from?

5. As we read the planned ordinance, under the section for firing ranges, it states that all ranges must be built
to NRA standards. Living in a rural agricultural zone, is the county disavowing all home ranges unless meets
NRA standards?

6. Are restdents in residential areas not allowed to have a few chickens?

7. The entire LMO is written in the "interest of protecting individual property owners" however, property
rights are not protected by restricting what a praperty owner can do on their own property. So, who actually
benefits from the proposed LMO? Would that be developers? Do any county commissioners have any direct or
indirect ties to developers?



We would request that our questions and commits be made available to all County Commissioners and
entered into the official minutes, Thank you for the opportunity to express our concerns,

Respectfully,

Peter and Diane Kerekanich
29 Legacy Ln

Edgefield, SC 29824
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Kevin Siﬂletary -

From: Linda Anderson RS
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2021 11:44 AM

To: Kevin Singletary

Subject: LMO Meeting

Follow Up Flag: follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from autside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.

Kevin, 1 am requesting this e-mail be read at tonight's meeting , requesting that it be
included in the minutes and copies be given to each of the Planning commission
members as well.

Having followed this process for the last 2 + years it is my opinion that Edgefield
County is heading in the wrong direction on a fast track. Citizens have expressed their
desires many times over. We have stated that we are for growth but not high density,
crammed in any and everywhere developers choose. This County Council and Planning
Commission must have the focus on providing what the citizens want. This Land
Management Ordinance (LMO) merely seems to be creating a County wide

HOA. Personally I prefer to chose for myself what the best use of our property is now
and in the future. Placing restrictions on citizens property rights in the name of
"nrotecting" us especially in the areas we have chosen to be our forever home is not
conducive to our high quality of life we chose when we moved to Edgefield

County. Having read through ail of this LMO I see nothing beneficial for we the citizens,

I am respectfully requesting that this LMO be stopped and not recommended to the
County Council. Further It is my opinion that those now on this Planning Commission
are not knowledgeable enough to be making such a serious decision which will have
lasting effects on this County and its citizens. There are only 2 on this councit that have
been involved in this process with one having recently replaced a very capable and
knowledgeabie member. Further while the County Council placed this process on
suspension for 5 months the planning staff continued to work on this and should have
taken the opportunity to notify the citizens this was taking place. A good percentage of
the citizens still are unaware what is taking place that affect them personally. True it
was on line many do not have access and this is such a large document (376

pages) that I dare say the Planning commission have not read and certainly do not
understand though the Planning Staff have tried to provide a crash course.

For those reasons and the desire to not have someone else choose what is the best use
for my tand I again request NO Zoning for my property. We also request that this
Planning Commission turn their attention into providing what the citizens want and
recommend that to the County Council.



Thank you
Linda & Johnny Anderson
541 Stephens Mill Drive

North AUﬁUStai SC
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C OLL

LAW OFFICES, PA.

February {1, 2021

Edgefield County Planning Commission
C/o The Edgefield County Building and Planning Department

Re: The draft Land Management Ordinance (LMO) and draft zoning map as
recommended by the LMO Steering Committee to the Planning
Commission — CITIZEN COMMENTS AGAINST ADOPTION without
further revision.

Dear Planning Commission Members:

I have been retained to represent a group of Concerned Citizens of Edgefield
County (the “County™). These citizens and property owners' have retained me to
address important land use issues created by the above-referenced draft proposed
Land Management Ordinance (“LMO”).

I am commenting to you on behalf of my clients, and they vigorously oppose the
I.MO, as drafied. It represents a massive transfer of land development rights to
developers and land use protections away from its citizens, including my clients.

This transfer of value from the people to investors and developers has been
accomplished through the systematic revision of planning documents and changes
to planning personnel and land use plan decision makers. If done {or anything of
value by a public official as described in the law, it violates 8.C. Code Ann. § 8-
13-705 of South Carclina’s ethics laws.

My clients affirmatively believe their concerns have not been heard and are not
being addressed. They feel they are ignored at public meetings and public input
opportunities. Many of their questions have gone unanswered. For these reasons,
they have hired me to do a legal analysis and demonstrate why the LMO as drafted
violates the law and the rights of the citizens and otherwise address their ongoing
needs to protect and enforce their rights.

s Clients include Steven M. Bryant, Bobby D). Meek, Megan Pearson, Terry {.. Smith, Marianne
Smith, Louis Jackson, William 1. Bryson, Carol H. Bryson, David Butler, Michael Owen, Paige
Ourts-Owen, John Larry Ouzts, Alice F. Quzts, Kenneth David Hair, Billie McDowell, lizabeth
Posey, Edward 5. Posey, C. Alan McDowell, and Ken Korrek (collectively "Concerned
Citizens™).

Pramnd O Carrell, Bsq

disne@rarrolldaw-offices.com L
ey earrntbdpweoffires com T OBE.314.9557
1437 Peralloton 5t B t BB 0510104
Adken, 50 00851 i
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It is also the affirmative understanding of many good citizens of Edgefield County
that the Planning Commission has been led to believe it does not have the right or
the option to reject the proposed LMO, 1f that has been represented to the
Planning Commission, it is false. The Planning Commission has the power and
discretion to determine what the LMO says and whether it is ever established. Itis
a power that allows the Planning Commission to determine many land use
decisions of the County and it should not be exercised without complete and
thorough analysis and consideration of diverse points of view.

In 2018, the 2014 Comprehensive Plan was in full effect, with land use categories
specific to countywide ordinances that regulated small lot development. The most
relevant was the Subdivision Ordinance. Significant developer fees existed that
instilled some responsibility for infrastructure costs on developers as pait of the
Subdivision Ordinance.

Then, also during 2018, a complete comprehensive plan update was initiated, 5
years before the update mandated by the South Carolina Local Government
Comprehensive Planning Enabling Act of 1994 (hereafter, the 1994 Act), which
requires all South Carolina counties and incorporated communities {cities) to have
an adopted comprehensive plan and update it every ten years, with revisions every
five years between plan updates. A Consultant was hired for a rewrite to the plan,
and it went through a mandated public input process. It was then presented to the
Edgefield County Council (“Council”}.

Two public hearings were held. Then, on the third and final reading of the
Comprehensive Plan, the Chairman of the Council moved to remove density and
acreage requirements from the comp plan. Some Council members were shocked,
See Council Meeting Minutes of 3" reading. However, the motion prevailed.

Tragically, small lot residential development is now anticipated throughout the
entire County. The Comp Plan rewrite expects small lot residential in every future
land use category.

Developer use of Planned Unit Developments has effectively become the actual
zoning restrictions/requirements. They even get to name these zones.

Sometime in early 2019, developer fees were reduced drastically. Tax dollars are
thereby now being used to incentivize development by helping to pay for
infrastructure costs of small lot residential development in rural areas, an
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expensive endeavor. To the best of my knowledge, nowhere else in the CSRA do
other government entities do this. As a matter of fact, they generally raise the fees
over time.

The proposed LMO goes even further to take the job of land use management out
of the hands of the government and put it into the hands of developers. It takes
away from you important decisicn-making authority with respect to land use
decisions to the detriment of the citizens of Edgefield County, it discriminates
against rural citizens of the County, and it violates Constitutionally protected Equal
Protection rights. As one important example, it specifically fails to adequately
address Solar farm uses in the County, in further violation of the County’s
Comprehensive Plan and the proposed LMO’s own purposes.

The LMO purports to be “the consolidation of Edgefield County ordinances
pertaining to the building and development of land.” See Land Management
Ordinance FAQ at 1. However, it goes much further than that. The LMO causes
you to significantly give up your future discretion in land use determinations,
making many significant uses allowed without condition, and it fails to adequately
implement your Comprehensive Plan and the LMO’s stated purposes. See LMO
1.3.1

The County web site unfairly advises that “[t]hose who develop land in Edgefield
County will notice the greatest impact of the adoption of the Land Management
Ordinance.” See Land Management Ordinance FAQ at 1. Respectfully, although
developers will notice the impact by obtaining benefit, the voting citizen owners
and users of land around existing areas to be developed by those developers are
also profoundly (but negatively) impacted by the LMO, and their numbers are
significantly greater than the number of developers.

According to the FAQs provided by the County,

Zoning is only one aspect to the Land Management Ordinance. In
regards to zoning, the Land Management Ordinance will identify the
County’s zoning districts, what is allowed in those districts, what the
requirements for development are within those districts, and what
individual pieces of property are zoned. This should aid in preventing
incompatible uses from adversely affecting property owners.

{.and Management Ordinance FAQ at 2, However, the proposed LMO fails to
provide the promised “aid in preventing incompatible uses from adversely
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affecting property owners.” For example, the proposed LMO makes solar fields
an allowed land use in every zoning district in the County.

Many of my clients own land in and around properties that may be expected to
demand this use. The LMO would allow Solar farms next to their properties, even
when such use is incompatible, even when the use can be expected to severely
adversely affect them, generally involving the installation of thousands of solar
panels, clearcutting of forest lands and other very substantial impacts. For this
reason, the LMO as drafied is completely unacceptable

A Solar energy farm or solar farm is

property used in solar energy development; more specifically, land
utilized in the construction and installation of an energy conversion
system, including appurtenances, that converts solar energy to a
usable form of energy 1o be used on-site or to transfer to the public
electric grid in order to sell electricity to a public utility entity.

LMO, Chapter 12 at 60. Based on the information in its own definition, the
LMO needs 1o be more restrictive with respect to Solar farms.

Solar farms are industrial in nature (not just commercial as often suggested},
and they should not be placed in residential, agricultural and other
incompatible use areas. Solar farms can have significant impacts on
adjoining property owners and natural water systems. Solar arrays
concentrate storrnwater runoff, which accelerates erosion and flooding.
Increases in scouring of stream banks, sediment accumulation and water
quality will occur. Solar farms placed in rural wooded areas increase the
chance for migratory bird kills due to the *lake effect” they create within the
natural wooded areas.

Large solar farms on farmland or natural areas results in a permanent loss of
productive farmland and timberland. Please refer to the included article in
Coastal AgroBusiness December 11, 2005 by Ron Heiniger NCSU Professor
and Extension Specialist “Solar Farming: Not a Good Use of Agricultural
Land” attached and feund at hitps: ﬁw&staia;ﬂra covny solar-fapming-not-a-
pood-use-olauricuitural-land/,
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The toxic chemicals in solar panels include cadmium telluride, copper
indium selenide, cadmium gallium (di)selenide, copper indium gailium
(di)selenide, hexafluoroethane, lead, and polyvinyl fluoride. Additionally,
silicon tetrachloride, a byproduct of producing crystalline silicon, is highly
toxic.

During manufacture and after the disposal of solar panels, they release
hazardous chemicals including cadmium compounds, silicon tetrachloride,
hexafluoroethane and lead.

The problem of solar panel disposal “will explode with full force in two or three
decades and wreck the environment” because it “is a huge amount of waste and they
are not easy to recycle.”

Engineering drawings submitted to the Edgefield County Planning
Commission by Bryant Engineering, PC “Solar Analysis” dated November
10, 2020 provided a detailed engineering analysis of the terrain and
illustrated the impacts a particularly impactful solar farm would have on
adjoining property owners and roadways.

Furthermore, there are federal guidelines that should be followed when
installing Solar farms. The LMO fails to reference a requirement to follow
the federal guidelines or place any other meaningful conditions, These
failures reflect 2 need for the Commission to demand further consideration
of the appropriate requirements with respect to Solar farms in the LMO.

Additionally, forest and timber should not be cut, and land should not be cleared
{particularly clear cut} and mass graded for the sole purpose of contracting a Solar
farm. This is entirely inconsistent with the County’s Comprehensive Plan, which
clearly indicates forested and agricultural land should be preserved. However, the
LMO embraces Solar farms without significant restriction in contravention of this
Comprehensive Plan requirement. '

Huge solar farms are in no way in harmony with the various residential and
agricultural land use categories addressed by the LMO, and greater consideration
shouid be given to where and if Solar farms should be allowed in the County.

The wording should also be more specific in the Zoning Map and Land
Management Ordinance to protect the rights of neighboring property
owners. All industrial size projects (including Selar farms) should be
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restricted. treated as industrial use and kept out of residential/agricultural
areas, The current LMO draft fails to do this, especially with respect to Solar
farms. Large Solar farms should be classified as industrial facilities and
should be limited to areas designated as industrial.

Additionally, as a matter of geod public policy, the County should not be
facilitating the development of Solar farms to serve cities, especially cities
not located in the County. This represents a discriminatory zoning practice,
which places undesirable uses like giant Solar farms in the rural County
because cities don’t want them in their back yard. This is inconsistent with
the County’s Comprehensive Plan and represents a violation of the
Constitutionally protected equal protection rights of County residents who
often do not have the resources available to city residents who can create
economies of scale by collectively funding to fight undesirable land uses
where they live and work, forcing those uses on rural and blighted
communities. In general, allowing industrial uses in residential and
agricultural areas, like Solar farms, destroys the quality of life for County
residents for the benefit of city users. This is even recognized in the LMO
under the (RA) rural-agricultural definition Section 2.5.1.1.

Section 4.3.9. of the LMO specifically relates to Solar farms. Solar farms have
known negative impacts. However, the LMO leaves the County virtually

unprotected with regard to the use of photovoltaic power production. Panels can be

expected to be a nuisance to surrounding neighbors, ruin neighborhood and rural

ascetics and create hazards on public right of ways, and endanger migratory birds.

Regardless of these legitimate concerns, under the proposed LMO, Solar farms are

allowed by right in every single zoning district. See Table 2-1 Principal Use
Table. It is not reasonable to believe that Solar farms are compatible with every

single use and district in the County. Such use is inconsistent with Comprehensive

Plan definitions of many of these land use categories. See e.g. Edgefield Coynty

Comp. Plan at 7.6 — Future Land Use Category — Rural Agricultural. As such, this

designation is unreasonable, arbitrary and capricious, and in violation of my
clients’ protected rights. In this respect, the LMO requires further consideration
and revision to restrict Solar farms to areas where they are reasonable and
appropriate,

Section 4.3.9.5. of the LMO allows that,
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Solar farms, which have not been in active and continuous service for
a period of | year, shall be removed at the owner or operator’s
expense, and the site shall be restored to as natural condition as
possible within six (6) months of removal.

LMO section 4.3.9.5. However, nothing in the LMO does anything to make this
provision enforceable. Having the owner/operators contact information on file just
isn’t enough. The County may, therefore, in the future expect to have to deal with
derelict abandoned Solar farms when they are abandoned by the developers. This
represents yet another significant defect in the LMO.

The Land Management Ordinance will apply to all of unincorporated Edgefield
County. Its adoption s, therefore, a very significant decision. You are not
required to adopt this particular LMO now, or ever. Do not vote in favor of it now.
Either reject the LMO or make significant revisions to protect the citizens of
Edgefield, prevent incompatible uses and retain the County’s land use planning
discretion to reject unacceptable projects.

We also encourage you to take your time and fully workshop the proposed LMO
with the citizens, local design professionals/planners and other interested persons
to make sure that the finally adopted LMO, if any, meets the important needs of
Edgefield County and its residents.

Thank you for your kind consideration. Please advise if there is any way I can be
of further assistance.

My clients are fully and collectively committed to taking all necessary and
appropriate measures to protect their legally cognizable rights to protect their
homes and communities. Please seriously consider and address their important and
legitimate concerns through review and revision of the proposed LMO.

Sincerely,

Dioné C. Carroll, Esq.

Cec:  Kevin Singletary, County Planner, at ksingletary(@edgefieldcounty sc.gov
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" Solar Farming: Not a Good Use of Agricultural Land

By: Ron Heiniger

NCSU Professor and Extension Specialist,
Corn/Soybeans/Smail Grains

Crop Science

You can't help but notice changes on the landscape of agricutture
Maorth Caralina in the form of solar farms. The question arises are these
uses of agricultural land a good thing or something we will come to
regret. As an agronoemist who works with crops and sous every day and a3
one who has gone through a tife-changing event that changed my future
from being a farmer in Kansas to my present position as an extension
speciatist, | feel it s important 1o point out a few facts that should be
considered befare signing that contract to lease your lang for solar
farming. '

Fart 1. Solar farming will changs the future groductivity of the land,

Because sotar panels only capture 20% of the Light for only about 5 hours
of the day the rest of that solar energy will pass through 1o the ground
A3 a vesult grasses, broadieaf weeds, and eventually woody shrubs wilt
grow, There are only three ways that solar farms can desl with this
unwanted vegetation: herbicides, mowing, of ground Lover o a
combination of atl three, AL of us who have farmed this land understand
how hard it is to control weeds in crops that intercept over 80% of the
sotar radiation. You can only imagine how hard 1T will be 1o controt this
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vegetation in a solar farm. High rates of herbicides, frequent mowing, and
the use of muiches, rock, or plastic will all have negative impacts on the
land fram herbicide residues, soil compaction and erosion, and particles
of damaged panels left in the soil resuiting in contamination from heavy
metals and rarg earth elements used in solar panels. Remember, you still
own this land and vou will be held responsible for water runoff, cleanup,
and off site effects not 1o mention the accumulation of weeds ke Palmer
Amaranth over time and the eventual need to replace fertility lost. Make
sure your contract with the solar farm has a clearly stated plan for
dealing with unwanted vegetation. Plans that just state the use of

" herbicides, mowing o even the use of goats or sheep should be specific

about types of herbicides, thming, rates, etc. Make sure these spedific
plans make sense for your tand! Don't accept apything that witl harm the
soil or iks future productivity,

Fact 7. Bocause of this lost productivity and the resulting changes in the
farming communities caused by the loss of land, it is highly unlihely this
and will ever be farmad again.

Loss of & scarce resourcas like farmiand will have significant impacts on
vou and your community, Land rents are increasing and will increase even
more as solar farms compete for agricuttural land, Currently, solar farms
are leasing land at prices ranging from $400 1o $1200 an acre. Mot many
farmers can afford to pay these kind of prices to farm the land, With the
ioss of tand comes the loss of business for seeq, fertilizer, and chemical
deaters, hardware and lumber suppliers, equipment manufacturers and
others in youwr community who depend on agriculture for thelr living. it is
highty Likely that our grain markets will have to adjust by moving
ivestock gut of the state to areas with betier grain supplies resulting in
tower prices for grains in North Carplina, In short, over the span of the
cuteent 20-vear lease agreements, agriculiure will change such that even
when the land becomes available, you will not be able to afford to put o
back into production. Make sure you have a viable plan for how you will
move forward with your farming enterprise. Today, farming depends on
size of scale to make a profit. As you scale down, gxpect it to become
more and more difficult 1o remain in the farming business. i you arenit
goirg to continue farming, what are you going to do? Have a future pian
and execute it while you have the financial resources to do so. | had the
idea that | would farm again when | took the payments in the dary
buyout i Kansas. How foolish | was to think you could go back again,
This is life-changing money. Be prepared to handle the consequences.

Eart 3. You could be stuck with the cost of decommissioning these solar
farms

Currently, most solar operators are not required 1o have 8
decommissiorng plan or to post a bondg to cover the costs of
decommissioning. Their current staternent is: "this wili ail be taken care
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of in the future” Have you ever tonsidered why they are paying such high
tease payments and not just buying the land? The fact is that these
panels are considered toxic waste due to the use of metals Uke cadmium
and rare earth elements. These panels only have an expected life span of
20 years. Since they cannat be placed in tandfills and are not acrepted for
recycling by any plant i the United States, it is highly tikely that they
will be either abandoned at the site or you {as the land owner] will be
fareed to pay for them to be shipped to third world countries for
recycling, Don't trust others when they tell you sthis will be solved, it
hasn't been in the last 20 years and | wouldn't bet my future on it being
solved in the next 20 years. Make sure that the solar company has a
vizble decommissioning plan that spelis out the terms of disgosal, land
grading, and restoration of the site to its original condition. Requite them
to post a bond 1o make sure they are stitt around at decommissioning
time. By watching how fast they leave your driveway, you can tell how
serious they are about the future of farming on your land,

Fact 4: Solar farming s not & good use of our land

Sotar farms are highly inefficient at producing energy. Itis ity thesugh
generous tay credits, the waving of property taxes, zere interest start-up
ioans, federat and state mandates that require utility companies to pay
for the power at generous rates, etc. that these splar farms even have 2
chance of operating. Right now, it is costing North (arolina taxpayers
4174 million dollars in tost tax revenues. This loss is expecied (o grow 1o
$2 billion by 2020 to enable these farms to remain viable, In other words,
you and the schools in your community are paying the bill, it doesnt
make sense to pay for solar before paying teachers” sataries, How much
toniger this can go on is anyane's guess. | think it is unlitely that this can
continue for very long and once this taxpayer largess ends it willend the
era of the solar farm, For what? Mot for green energy. Because solar
power only occurs for 5 hours on sunny days. There are no batieries at
any of these solar farm sites. The traditionat uiility companies still have
16 produce their normal power load for the rernaining 19 hours o @
sunny day. And, on a ctoudy rainy day, they have to provide power for all
24 hours. They stilt have to be prepared to generate the same amaunt of
electricity using fossil fuets with or without the solar farmi So jet’s gst
this straight ~ we pay the axes, we pay higher utitity rates, we change
our agricelturst communities to accormmodate thess solar farms, and we
don't improve our climate or our environment. And, it can potentially ruin
the tand for our children and grandchildren, NO, THIS IS NOT A GOCD
LISE OF OUR LAND!

This erticle is posted with the permission of Ron Heindger.

Fy .o t Docember bien, 2015 | Categories
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Kevin Sint.;letary

from: Todd Brown <tbrown@browntrusted.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 9, 2021 4:58 PM

To: Kevin Singletary

Subject: FW: Edgefield County Zoning

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Statos: Flagged

CAUTION: This message criginated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.

From: Nicole Juhan

Sent: Tuesday, February 09, 2021 2:22 PM
To: Nicole Juhan

Subject: Edgefield County Zoning

February 9, 2021
To whom it may concern:

We are writing o tell you that we, as residents of Edgefield County, do not agree with the new zoning plans for
the county. When we moved here from Aiken County 8 years ago, we chose this area because of the rural aspect
of the community. We don’t agree with some of the plans in the zoning regarding chicken egg production and
wood working, both of which we partake in as a family. We don’t do this on a large scale, but it’s an
opportunity to teach our kids a rural way of life and providing them with opportunities to use their skills and
learn to make, save and share money. This contributes to the overall goodness of our county (and country) as
we enrich and teach the youngest citizens. As citizens in this county, we don’t feel you have the right to lake
this away from our families or communities.

We also don't like the idea of large-scale developments that will enlarge the student numbers at the county
schools, Especially with the ongoing COVID pandemic. The schools have a hard enough time keeping up with
the students they have. There are never enough substitute teachers and often classes have to be combined. This
was occurring prior to the pandemic. How does adding more residential developments help this situation ina
pandemic?

The beauty and blessing of this community is the small size and freedoms we have over our lives here. Life
isn’t about money and the next bigger and better thing, as none of that can be taken with you when you die. We
do not want the zoning changes approved.



Sincerely,

Michael and Nicole Juhan
1514 Stevens Creek Drive

North Augusta, SC 29860

Total Controt Panel

To: ksingletary@edgefieldeounty s gov Removs this sender from my allow st

From: thrown@browatrusted.com

You received this messoge becouse the sender is on your allow Hst.



by name is Patricia Lee. | live at 425 Currytown Road, District 5

i plan to stand up and ask these questions at the Planning Commission meeting tonight (February 11,
2020}, but given the limited amount of time to speak | ask that these questions be read aloud at the
meeting AND answered by the individuals specified AND the questions and answers be entered into the
minutes of the meeting and be available for me to see.

1. Singletary: do we currently have “zoning” and if so, what year was it implemented, what mechanism
was used to implement it, and how were the citizens NOTIFIED of the process?

2. Each individual Planning Commission member: since you were “appointed” by County Coundii do you
personally feel pressured by them to push this LMO {zoning] forward to Councif?

3, Each individual Planning Commission member; are you committed to recommending what the
citizens overwhelmingly want and putting aside your personal preferences?

Reasons for these guestions:

i. Mr. Singletary, in the spring when | finally found put about the Anniston Point subdivision, your
answer to my gquestion about how “zoning’ of my property happened without my knowledge, your
answer was “it happened before my time” and led me 1o believe that zoning currently existed. | am now
hearing otherwise,

1. Yes, another #1: MOTIFICATION--Citizens are just now finding out about the LMO process that has
been going on for 2 years. If posting it in the Edgefield Advertiser or the Augusta Chronicle were the
only notifications, newspaper subscriptions are massively reduced because of the internet so posting a
notice there does NOT reach the general population. AND as Council members currently state, maost of
the county is without internet service so accessing the fdgefield County site OR the Advertiser OR The
Augusta Chronicle is not available to the general population. There s a problem with the notification
process.

7 and 3. 11 is fact that the Comprehensive Plan was changed in 2019 on the final reading by council,
blindsiding some Council members, and without further input from the citizens. APPEARS there was an
underlying goal. So, if you were “appointed” by Council | want to know where your allegiance is------ ]
those Council members or to the citizens of the county. | do NOT went the LMO recommended to
County Council.

Patricia M, Lee {District 5}
425 Currytown Road
North Augusta, 5C 29860




Kevin Singletary

from: Sarah Tew

Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2021 10:45 AM
To: Kevin Singletary

Subject: LMO letter

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.

2/11/2021

Sarah Tew

111 Creek Stone Drive Narth Augusta, SC 29860

I am requesting a copy of this letter be sent to the PC members and that a copy be made part of the meeting minutes
2/11/2021.
1 am appealing to the members to vote NO on the LMO as it is currently being put forth for approval. The LMO does not

represent the desires of the county residents at large or myself,

Respectfully,
Sarah Tew

Get BlueMail for Android

total Control Panet Loymin
To: ksingletary@edgefieidcounty.sc.gov  Message Score: 1 High {60): :
From:— My Spam Blocking Level: Custom Medium {75): i
tow (90} 7o
Bloci this sender Custom (70): & =

Block comeast.net

This message was delivered because the content filter score did not exceed your fifter level.



Fron: Bettis Rainsford

Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2021 10:55 AM

To: Kevin Singletary

Lo Aaron ingle

Subject: Request to Change Parcel # 138-00-01-028
Follow Up Flag: Foltow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments uniess you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.
Mr. Singletary:

Pursuant to our conversation this moming, 1 am sending this email as a request to change the propesed zoning
of Parcel #138-00-01-028 from General Service Commiercial {GSC) to Residential Village (RV). [ would like
this request and comment presented to the Commission and read at the public hearing this evening,

As explained, | represent Little Pine House LLC a South Carolina limited liability company headquartered here
in Edgeficld County. Little Pine House LLC is a locally-owned family business that owns various real estate
assets in the County. Tt would like to have the opportunity to develop the 45+/- acres of Parcel #138-00-01-028
into approximately ten (10 residential lots of four or tive acres each,

This type of developrient would be very consistent with the neighborhood and identical to the development of
the properties immediately to the north across Rabbit Trail. The large Jot sizes will allow for the residents to
have privacy and atlow the area to retain the rural feel that we all love in Ldgefield. Additionally. (he
Residential Village zoning would allow [or some commercial development should the need so arise (though it
seems undikely),

Finally. I would like to thank you and the County for your consideration of this request. Edgefield County is
undergoing enormous changes these days: and | am delighted the County is taking steps to regulate the rapid
growth, While | would prefer Edgefield County to remain a completely undeveloped. raral area of large
contiguous tracts of hunting land, | recognize that in this | am a generation or two too late. With all the best. |
am

Very Truly Yours,
Bettis

Bettis C. Rainsford, Jr.

Total Control Panel Lamin
To: ksingietary@edgefisidcounty scgov Message Score: B High (60} o
From B e by Spam Blocking Level Custom Badium (758 7o

Low {90) Y

Block this sender Custorm {70} 0



Kevin Sing

From:

Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2621 9:33 AM
To: Kevin Singletary

Subject: RE: LMO

hreportance: High

Fellow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from putside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.

I am writing again, this time with the intention of formally adding my opinion to the February 131, 2020
planning commission rminutes, verkatim. As well having it read aloud, verbatim.

In my second letter to Kevin Singletary, | wish to address the notion that somehow, because I reside in
city limits, the LMO will not effect me. Not only do | find that false, 1 find that offensive, as it will in fact
effect my family and friends as well as our freedoms.

I find myself questioning the initial formation and residents best-interests in the so-called “steering
committee”. The steering committee was not voted upon, rather selected and consisting of several
members that stand substantial monetary gain should the LMO be approved.

Repeatedly, Scott Cooper has ignored the wishes of his constituents and is instead “ruling” not “leading”
the good people of Edgefield County, He is untrustworthy, unethical, and violating promises and actions
that got him elected.

Further, I find myself questioning the integrity of a councit member who represents herself as holding a
doctoral degree, thus being referred to as “doctor” and intentionally deceiving the public. As T am aware,
there is no formally accredited university degree in any cosmetology field. Had county council had 2
member it more ethical standing, these current issues of LMO planning may be considerably different. It
is well demonstrated that there are two county councit members conducting unethical behaviers,

I ask that the planning commission vote “no” to the approval of the LMO being forwarded to a corrupt
county council, 1 ask that this letter be distributed to all planning cormnmission membaers.

Sent via email
Christine Hunt

704 Addison St
Edgefield 5C 29824




From: Stacy Smith

Sent: Tuesday, February 9, 2021 9:53 AM
To: Kevin Singletary
Lo fabi835@wciel net; Rodney Ashorafy; tajjnails@yahoo.com; karlenebutler@yahoo comy,

thrown@browntrusted.com; kdurham@gabn.net; info@terrenceculbreathcom;
bmcneill@cowardandmeneill.com; joelpresley@mac.com; trenton@comcast.net;
Tommy Paradise

Subject: Letter to PC Members for meeting 2/11/2021 regarding LMO
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe,
February 9, 2021

To Kevin Singletary and all Planning Commission Members,

We formally request this letter ba read aloud at the February 11, 2021 meeting. We also request that a copy be given to
each member of the Planning Commission. Additionally, we request that this letter be made a part of the official
meeting minutes of February 11, 2021,

This letter is to inform each and every one of vou that we, Frank R. Hl & Victoria S, Smith of 331 Moore Road, North
fugusta, 5C 29864, residents of Edgefield County, DO MOT approve of the LMO.

We adamantly request that PC Members vote NO to moving this absurd LMO to County Council, Chairman Cooper has
dernonstrated his lack of integrity and we as residence of tdgefield County DO NOT trust this man to do what is best for
county constituents.

We, as well as countiess others, own our property and enjoy the rural area, with KO restrictions on our own private

land. itis our {and and we should not have to have “permission” to own chickens, or to build a shed. This is not HOA
land. We say NO to the LMO Zoning government “protection” they are offering. This is ridiculous, and | have no doubt if
maney was not the root of this whole ignorant situation, we wouldn’t be having to fight for what is ours and what is
right.

timplore each of you, to think of your county residents, your neighbors, our needs not Mr. Cooper's wants, and vote NO
to passing this to Council,

Title & Section 29: SECTION 6-29-350(c) states "members of the commission should have ‘concern for the future welfare
of the TOTAL commaunity and its citizens, Members shall represent a BROAD cross section of the interests and concerns
within the jurisdiction”.”

YU represent US. Do the right thing, for Edgefield residents, not Mr. Cooper’s wallet.

EMIO=BIG MO NO

Sincerely,

Frank R. It & Victoria §. Smith
331 Moore Road

North Augusta, 5C 29860

robnstac@®belisouth pet

e



Kevin Singletary

From: Norma Adamsil LT
Sent; Monday, February 8, 2021 5:54 PM

To: Kevin Singletary

Subject: Planning Commission Meeting 2/11/2021
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.
Mr. Kevin Singletary,

We, Milas H Adams and Norma } Adams of 1001 Redwood Drive in Edgefield County, are requesting this email to be read
aloud at the upcoming Planining Commission meeting, dated Feb. 11, 2021. We also are requesting each member of the
Planning Commission receive a copy of this email, and this email be made part of the official meeting minutes.

We, Milas H Adams and Norma J Adams of 1001 Redwood Drive in Edgefield County, do hereby request the Planning
Commission members vote NCG in moving forward with the proposed zoning of Edgefield County and the propose
contittued construction of high density housing. Chairman Scott Cooper has shown a ack of integrity in how this has
been handled and frankly, we feel he CAN NOT be trusted to do what is best for Edgefield County and the people already
living here. We moved here almost 6 years ago for a peaceful life in a country setting. As property owners, we feel it
should be up to us to determine what is best for our property rights. We ARE NOT willing to allow that to be taken from
us, therefore, we are voicing our concerns about this matter officially.

Thank you for your time in allowing this email to be read.
Sincerely,

Milas H Adams and Norma | Adams

Total Control Panel Log
To: ksingletary@edrefieldcounty.scgov Message Score: 1 High (60): &
rom NP My Spam Blocking Level: Custom Medium (75): = -
Low (90} ¢
Block this sender Custormn {70): =

Block gmail.com

This message wes delivered because the content filter score did not exceed your filter level,
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== Edgefield County Ridge Beekeepers Association
President. Steve Seigler,- Secretary. Sheryl Brousseau.—

February 7, 2021

Re: Recommendation for Apiculture to be listed as a use reference in the Accessory Use
Table in the proposed LMO for Edgefield County.

Also: Requesting to allow for special axceptions for the commercial and business zones.
Guidelines for special exceptions should conform to good beekeeping practices
recommended for residential areas.

Exampies of bees being kept in non-residential areas:

- JET Middle School

- Wild Turkey Federation

- A beekeeping program was proposed for Trenton Correctionat Institute

Currently in South Carolina

- There are no state regulations restricting who can keep honey bees in SC or how many colonies
an individual can keep.

- There is no mandatory hive registry in SC.

- There are no state regulations restricting the movement of honey bees within South Carolina, but
there are regulations for moving bees and equipment in and out of the state.

Some Recommended Good Beekeeping Practices for areas defined as Residential Areas in
the LMO.

- Bees must be kept in the rear yard.

- The entrance of a hive should face whichever lot line or public right-of-way is furthest from the
beehive location.

- Hives should be placed in a quiet area 20 feet from property boundaries with a shorter distance
exception of 10 feet from property line allowed when a solid fence or impenetrable plant barrier of
6 feet or higher forms the property boundary to allow for an upward flight direction.

- Each beekeeper shall ensure that a convenient source of water is available to the colony at ali
times. The water source shall be close to the hives and may be natural such as a pond, stream,
or artificial source.

- The apiary appearance shali be kept neat and in good repair.

- Beekeepers should be considerate of neighbors activities before working their hive.



Sharon Hadden
820 Curryvtown Road
North Augusta, SC 29860

Kevin Singletary
Courthouse Square
Edpefield, SC 29824

February 7, 2021
#ir. Singletary:

This is a formal request for this letter to be read aloud at the 2/11/21 Planning Commission meeting and
a copy given to each member of the commission. | want this letter to be a part of the official minutes.

{ aim retguesting the members of the Planning Commission to vote NO to moving the LMO forward to
County Council. | am a lifelong resident of the southern portion of Edgefield County, own 93 acres and
my home, owned a business in Edgefield for 19 years, have been actively involved in the Town of
Edgefield as former Chairman of the Community Development Association for 10 years, a member of
the Vision 2020 committeg, and numerous other county projects.

This plan infringes on the rights of property owners and does not represent the wishes of landowners in
the county. We do not want such concentrated growth in our area. Property owners do not want the
dense housing. Tax revenue from such development may lock appealing. That is a short term solution.
What about the costs to the county? Schools are already crowded. What about the cost to the water
Dept.? What about costs to our roads? The list goes on and on,

| am not at all appeased with being “grandfathered”. | fully understand what that means and it i3 not
satisfattory. My property is residential but also used for agricultural purposes. 1t will be passedonto
my son who should be free to use a5 ke chooses.

£dgefield County is a rural county and that is the way we would like to keep it. Our County Council
represeniative{s} are not acting in our best interest nor holding true to their promises prior to election.
Some, Scott Cooper specifically, are basing their decisions not on what his constituents want but on
what will benefit himself and his purse. Councilman Cooper has not been forthcoming and has acted
underhanded in his appointment to the commission. Nothing in this entire plan had been transparent
nor have the citizens” wishes been considered. Many have voice opposition and those voices have been
ignored. We will No Longer tolerate being ignored nor will be quiet and let this pass.

Sincerely,

Sharon Hadden



Fva Thompson

820 Currytown Road
North Augusta, SC 29821
Kevin Singletary

Courthouse Sauare
Edgefield, SC 29824

February 7, 2021

Mr. Singletary:

This is a formal request for this letter to be read sloud at the 2/11/21 Planning Commission meeting and
a copy given to each member of the commission. | want this letter to be a part of the official minutes.

1 am reguesting the members of the Planning Commission to vote NO to moving the LMO forward to
County Council. 1 am 80 years old and have lived my entire life in Edgefield County on a 200 acre farm. |

do not want to see the development that the planning commission is going to allow,

Scott Cooper protected his farm and ther decided to go along with this plan. We should ail be given the
same protection he gave himself,

This is a bad plan that should be stopped immediately.

Sincerealy,

Eva Thompson



Lynn Hadden
170 Woodlawn Road
Clarks Hilt, SC 29821

Kevin Singletary
Courthouse Sgquare
Edgefieid, SC 29824

February 7, 2021

Mr. Singletary:

This is a formal request for this letter to be read atoud at the 2/11/21 Planning Commission meeting and
a copy given to each member of the commission. | want this letter to be a part of the official minutes.

i am reguesting the members of the Planning Commission to vote NO ta moving the LMO forward to
County Council, | am a lifelong resident of Edgefield County and have many deep roots here.

This plan does not represent what we as citizens want our county to become nor look like. We do not
want to be the next Columbia County.

Scott Cooper did not spend his entire life in Edgefield County, moved here upon retirement, and is not
quaiified to dictate what the rest of us are allowed to do with our property. Cooper is acting is his own
best interest, not ours. He is not representing what voters elected him to do. His shady dealings and
self serving appointments have not gone unnoticed. The people are sick of Copper’s agenda.

We are depending on the Planning Commission and the rest of County Coundil to listen to the voters and

act with integrity. This LMO is NOT what we want,

Sincerely,

Lynn Hadden



Beverly Dowdle
184 Woodlawn Road
Clarks Hill, SC 28821

Kevin Singletary
Caurthouse Sguare
Edgefield, SC 25824

February 7, 2021

Pir. Singletary:

This is a formal request for this letter to be read aloud at the 2/11/21 Planning Commission meeting and
a copy given to each member of the commission. t want this letter to be a part of the official minutes,

i am reguesting the members of the Planning Commission to vote NO to moving the LMO forward to
County Council. | married an Edgefield County native and have lived in this county for 65 years. My late
hushand, Lee Dowdle was very active in the county, was on the transportation committee, a fire
commissioner and many other committees. | helped and participated in many of these alongside him so
¥ am very familiar with how such commitiees work. He was instrumental in the original zoning plan for
the county and worked with many others to come up with a plan that compromised and was acceptable
to the majority.

This LMO is not what the majority wants for our county. Our representative, Scott Cooper, is not
representing our wishes, We are depending on the rest of you to listen to what the PEOPLE who live

here want NOT what the developers and those with a money driven agenda want,

We want to leave the Edgefield County we know and love to our children and grandchildren.

Sincerely,

Beverly Dowdle



To Whom It May Concern
By Henry F. Cooper...February 18, 2021
342 Sweetwater Road
North Augusts, SC 29860

Since I could not be with you this evening, | want to share a few brief thoughts.

First, I advocate planning to accomplish any important goal. I've spent most of my adult life
planaing to achieve important national security goals, with considerable success.

Second, planning for Edgefield County’s future deserves high priority, given Augusta’s inevitable
growth in regional and national importance—and the consequential fallout of that growth in all of
Augusta’s surrounding areas. Yesterday’s important announcement of Generac’s new plant in
Trenton is an important beginning, in my view—and I’m sure it won’t be the last.

Third, | witnessed such evolution everywhere I have lived since [ left my Sweetwater farm
experience where I learned meost of life’s most important lessons frem the good folks of this
community. I recall when Highway 25 was essentially the only nearby paved road, and it was a
significant challenge to drive up and down neighboving unpaved clay hills in a summer rain, Most
of the time since then, | have lived in areas where poorly planned growth replaced rural areas. One
exception is development along the Georgetown Pike between McLean and Grest Falls, Virginia,
which was formally declared a Historic Byway decades ago, requiring it remain rural and a two-
lane road. That is why [ urged at 2 previous county planning meeting that our planners explove
how to make Sweetwater Road a Histeric Byway, if South Carolina permits such a possibility. 1
would also welcome rerouting 18-wheeler traffic to Highway 25 as a priority future planning goal.

Fourth, whatever the future outcome of the eurrent planning activity, I urge that the rights of ali
our citizens be respected. Remember that Thomas Jefferson adapted “right ¢o life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness” in the Declaration of Independence from John Locke’s “life, liberty and
property.” I think owners should have the right to do as they wish with their property, so long as it
does not “unduly” infringe on the rights of others. And therein is the rub—and why zoning is
important as growth follows from commercial developments, which | believe is unavoidable as eur
surrounding region grows. Years ago, | recall fierce objections raised when zoning was considered
to limit what could be done near Sweetwater Road——and presumably other roads in the county. No
doubt, today there are some eyesores that resulted from that stalled effort. Now, Edgefield County
“powers that be” are considering new zoning and some folks are rightly concerned.

Fifth, I urge these serious matters be considered with polite deliberations that factually inform and
debate possibilities where disagreements exist. I hope that this meeting takes steps in that direction.

Finally, if I were present, | would comment on Tavern Hill, which has attracted significant public
attention. Please note that [ would much prefer to see only the same open fields where I planted,
cultivated and harvested crops as a boy-—and joined tens of others in annual dove shoots in the Fall,
rather than any housing developments. But that property was inherited by my niece and I could not
then afford to purchase it at today’s fair market value. She was well within her rights to sell it and £
bear her no ill. At the same time, [ met with the developers of Tavern Hill several years ago and
they assured me as they began planning that they would follow architectural designs and roadways
that would benefit our neighborhood—I still believe that to be the case. By the way, widely
distributed reports that there will be 212 townhomes are false, as long ago could have been verified
by simply checking the County records in Edgefield. The correct number is zevo. It and other
uaverified claims should be discounted. We owe it to each other to be truthfully informed.

Thank you for your consideration,




February 8, 2021

Attn: Kevin Singletary

Edgefield County Planning Comtnission
210 Peen St

Edgefield, SC 29824

Dear Planning Commission,

My name is David Smith. 1 am a disabled veteran, proud American, property owner, and
registered voter in Edgefield County. 1am writing this letter to you in regards to the recently proposed
Land Management Ordinance and the contents contained within. It has come to my attention that many
of the proposed regulations in this LMO are not withstanding with the principles and traditions we
strive to protect in our rural corner of America.

The rights of property ownership are fundamental to who we are as citizens of the United States
and residents of the great state of South Carolina. [t defines us in ways that 1o other country can relate.
If we are to uphold the value of property ownership, we must respect the rights of the individual, the
property owner, to regulate their own property. It is not the role of government, at any fevel, to infringe
upon the rights of the properly owner. 1f I may quote the Chairman of the Edgefield County Council,
Scott Cooper, in saving...

“Property rights ave for the owner of the property It's a fundamental principle of our Republic.”

The LMO, in its current form, is not in agreement with the values and traditions of property
owners. Restrictions on flags, signs, private business practices, livestock, construction and building,
recreational activities, and required permits for use contradict the rights of the property owner. Not
only is this LMO harmful to property rights, it is also unnecessary in our county. The comprehensive
plan, in its original form, laid out a good framework for our county.

I ask that you reconsider the details of this LMO and how it relates to the proud residents of
Edgefield County. Property rights should be respected. The rights of the property owner should not be
infringed.

Sineer/e!}f,
% %:@L o
David Smith

330 Pine Ridge Rd



Kevin Singletary

From: Jerry

Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 8:03 PM

To: Kevin Singletary

Subject: Letter to be read at February 11th Planning commission meeting
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe,
Dear Mr. Singletary:

i arn asking the following question be read, and allowed to be answered, by each Planning Commissioner in attendance
at the February 11th meeting. | also am asking that each answer be recorded in the minutes of the meeting as public
record.

Question: Please briefly expiain, in your own opinion, how this LMO, as it is presently written,
will be beneficial to the citizens of Edgefield County and how our property will be protected?

Sincerely,

lerry Moody

335 Mealing Rd

North Augusta, SC 29860
803-292-8000

Total Control Panel

To: ksingletary@edpeficldcounty cc gov  Remove this sender from my allow list

rrom: Y

You received this message because the sender is on your alfow list.



Gregory Ross
2558 Edgefield Rd
Trenton, 5C
29847

February 7, 2021

To: Mr. Kevin Singletary, Members of the Edgsfield County Planning Commission and Members
of the Edgefieid County Council

Dear Mr. Singletary:

| am requesting that a copy of this fetter be made a part of the official meeting minutes for this
County Council meating of the LMO, on this date of February 11, 2021, and that this letier also
be read aloud at this same meeting in front of the meeting attendees (approximately Bpm). | am
also reguesting that a copy of this letler be provided to the Planning Commission members prior
to that meeting.

I also am requesting that the Planning Commission membars vote NO regarding moving the
LMO Plan forward to the County Councll due to the lack of transparency and integtity shown by
certain members of that council. Yes, much time and effort by the commission has been poured
into this product, but the negative effects on the citizenry of Edgefiald County should have been
considered upfront, hence this twilight appeal to reason.

Letter to the County Councll:

This LMO plan has caused a citizenry uproar, and rightly so. it's too late for me because 1 didn't
find out about it - the Copperfiekd development - until they were clearing most of the trees on
the 110 acres surrgunding my litlle piece of heaven™ a beautiful home surrounded by woods.
I've had several paople use those exact words to descrbe what they see when they come down
my driveway. | worked and saved my entire life for my place, and now y'all have defilad my
dream,

After thinning the trees, it didn't take them too long
to siart building high-density housing. The first photo
is from my back porch looking out onto one of the
new cul-de-sacs, Soon homes will be popping up
like mushrooms.




The second photo is from my neighbor's view across
what used to be woods looking out into the
Copperfield development. ['ll bel you my neighbor
isn't loo happy ether - ha's got very few trees to
block that idyllic view (sarcasm).

The third photo is what my backyard used to look
like. it doesnt ook as if Il be taking any more
pictures of the gathering deer,

I bought my home due to its secluston in the forest,
neamess to my children and grandchildren, plus It
was both my wife's and my dreamn home, is still our
dream home, but now there is very litle privacy.

What you are doing to this county, through this LMO,
is & disservice to its citizens. | can pretty much
guarantee you fhat, with the exception of the newbigs arriving inlo these new high-dansity
housing units, most of Edgefield county citizenry are nol happy with how you all are deshroying
all of OUR Little Piece of Heaven. AH you have to do s visit Facebook {o confimn that
dissatisfaction.

i dont live in a HOA deveiopment precisely for the same reason | object to this plan: | don't like
someone telling me what | can and can't do lagaily on my property. | five on two acres. Per the
LMO, I'm nol ellowsd to keep a horse even though | have enough land and the means o do so.
What rmakes YOU lord and master over me? if | wanted to kesp chickens, | would have Lo go to
the county for a waiver. Why on earth would 1 and aYf the other county residents want to be put
under your thumb? Yeu all are rapresentatives of us, reprasentatives of the PEOPLE, NOT
representatives of special interests, 1 see you infringing upon OUR rights as this LMO provides
significant over-raach. We already have a run amuck administration in Washington DC, we
assuradly dor't need big brother, or in this case, big daddy, to tell us how to live our modest
livas. So put me on the record as being against the draft LMO and the current high-dsnsity lot
criteria.

In closing, | urge Councll members to do what is right for the current, long-time citizenry and
vote MO regarding the adoption of this ordinance.

Thank you for hearing my concern.

Sincerely,

gy (e



Kevin Singletaz —

From: Katie Easler

Sent: Thursday, February 4, 2021 2:23 PM
To: Kevin Singletary

Subject; Re: LMO Corment

Foliow Up Flag: Foliow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.

Mr. Singleton,

As a property owner and life-long resident of Edgefield
County and I am adamantly against the LMO. The Planning
Department nor the County Council should have any input
or control over what I can do on my own property. Being
grandfathered is not as it seems to me, the LMO specifically
states that non-conformities will be phased out. If the LMO
is sent to the Council they can change it as they see fit and
they have shown that they are for the developers, not the
people of Edgefield County.

Neither the County Council nor the Planning Committee
contributes to paying my mortgage or taxes, therefore 1 feel
that those decisions are not theirs to make. The council has
shown that they do not act in the interest of the people of
Edgefield County, but rather the interest of themselves.

We do not need county wide zoning that will dictate what we
can do on own personal property. I respectfully ask that the

LMO is not allowed to go before the council. Please forward
1



this letter to all members of the Planning Department and
Council Council.

Respectfully,

Katie Easler

On Wednesday, February 3, 2021, 11:19:26 AM EST. Kevin Singletary <ksingletary@edgefieidcounty.sc.gov> wrote:

Good Morning Mrs. Easler,

This is Kevin Singletary, Edgefield County Planner. | wanted to thank you for leaving & comment on our website regarding
the LMO_ If you have the time | would fike to ask you what specific concerns you have with the LMO. | d also be happy to
answer any questions and take a look at your property and go through the LMO to see what potential impact it could have.
You can contact me via email. or please feel free o call.

Regards,

Kevin D. Singletary Jr
Edgefistd County Planner
210 Penn 5L

Edgefield, SC 29624

E-mail: ksingleta edgefieldcounty 3¢ gov

Office: (803 637-2101

S OWARNING™ All E-mall correspondence to and from this address may be subject fo public disclosure under the South
Carclina Freedom of Information ActFOIA)

Total Control Panel 540



Kevin Siﬁletary

— o
From: sack Wilkes P
Sent: Wednesday, Fenruary 3, 2021 2:24 PM
To: Kevin Singletary
Subject: LMO
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content to be safe.

My name is Russell Wilkes. 1 live in the city limits of Edgefield, but 1 own 100 acres off of Parker Road and Younghblood
Roads in Edgefield County. My family owns 500 more acres. We are NOT in favor of any zoning in rural Edgefield
County. | respect what you are trying to do, but we landowners do not think it is appropriate for government to dictate
what we can and cannot do on our property. | am a responsible, careful [andowner. My plan is to always to protect and
improve and conserve. | realize everyone doesn’t think like that, but regardiess, we do not need or want government
over stepping here and that's exactly what you are doing with this LMO. | am asking you respectfully not 1o pass this
ordinance. Please call me to discuss if you want to talk more.

Please read this letter in its entirety at the roning meetings upcoming. | appreciate your consideration.

Thank you,
Russel
803-215-6091

Total Controi Pane! Logic

To: ksingleta deefieldcount
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